
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
f ^£ \ REGIONS
\ V^A^- I 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.

/$ CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604
*/

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:

D 5 1990 5HB-11

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
G E N E R A L P E T R O L E U M , IMC.
3919 M03ILE
FORT yAYMEjIN U6805

Fe: Wayne Reclamation and Recycling ("Site")
Columbia City, Indiana

Dear Sir or Madam:

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has
documented the release or threatened release of hazardous substances,
pollutants and contaminants at the above referenced Site. A Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) of the Site has been completed.
This action was undertaken pursuant to the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability Act of 198O, 42 U.S.C. Section 9601 et
seq., as amended by the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of
1986, Public Law 99-499 (CERCIA).

In accordance with the requirements of Section lO4(b) of CERCIA, the
Remedial Investigation (RI) Report describes findings on the nature and
extent of contamination at the Site. The Feasibility Study (FS) Report
considered alternatives necessary to address the conditions at the Site.
Along with the FS Report, U.S. EPA issued a Proposed Plan for a thirty day
public comment period which ended February 21, 1990. On March 30, 1990,
the Regional Administrator issued a Record of Decision (ROD) selecting the
remedial action which was originally proposed (See Attachment III) for the
Site.

Unless the U.S. EPA determines that a potentially responsible party (PRP)
will voluntarily undertake the remedial action necessary at the Site, U.S.
EPA may, under Section 1O4 of CERCIA, undertake the remedial action itself
and, under Section 107 of CERCIA, seek reiirioursement from H*Ps of all
response costs incurred in connection with the action taken. Such costs
may include, but are not limited to, expenditures for investigation,
planning, response and enforcement activities.

Moreover, under Section 1O6 of CERCIA, U.S. EPA may order responsible
parties to implement relief actions deemed necessary by U.S. EPA to protect
the public health, welfare or environment from an imminent and substantial



EPA of the status of those discussions or actions in a response to this
letter and to provide a copy of this response to any other parties involved
in those discussions or actions. Your response letter should be sent to:

Tinka G. Hyde, 5HS-11
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Pursuant to Section 122(e) (1) of CERCXA, the U.S. EPA has determined that a
period of negotiation may facilitate an agreement with you and other FRPs.
Upon initiation of the negotiations moratorium period, you will have a
maximum of 6O days to coordinate with any H*Ps and to present to U.S. EPA a
"good faith" proposal for implementing and conducting the remedial action
recommended in the Proposed Plan. To assist the H*Ps in negotiating with
U.S. EPA concerning this matter, U.S. EPA is providing a list of all other
PRPs to whom this notification is being sent and the names and addresses of
the RI/FS H*P Steering Committee. This list is appended as Attachment II
to this letter. It should be noted that inclusion on or exclusion from the
list does not constitute a final determination by the Agency concerning the
liability of any party for remediation of Site conditions or payment of
past costs. Information regarding a ranking by volume and nature of
substances contributed by each FRP, as contemplated by Section
122 (e) (4) (A), has previously been provided to the steering committee.

In accordance with the requirements of Section 122 (e) (2), during the 6O day
calendar period, beginning June 28, 1990, the U.S. EPA will not commence
remedial action at the Site. U.S. EPA may, however, commence any
additional studies or investigations authorized under Section 1O4 (b),
including remedial design, during this negotiation period. If U.S. EPA
receives from the FRPs within the 6O day calendar period a written "good
faith offer" which demonstrates the EHP's qualifications and willingness to
conduct anchor finance the remedial design and remedial action (RD/RA)
consistent with U.S. EPA's Proposed Plan, U.S. EPA will extend its
moratorium on commencement of the remedial action work an additional 6O
calendar days. The Proposed Plan, which recommended the remedy that was
chosen by the Regional Administrator in the ROD, is appended as Attachment
III.

•Hie purpose of the additional time is to allow the H*Ps and the U.S. EPA a
period of time to finalize the settlement. A "good faith offer" for RD/RA
should include the following:

0 a statement of the PRPs' willingness to conduct anoyor
finance the RD/RA which is generally consistent with
U.S. EPA's Proposed Plan or which provides a sufficient
basis for further negotiations in light of U.S. EPA's
Proposed Plan;

0 a detailed "statement of work" or llworkplan"
identifying how FRPs plan to proceed with the work;



0 a demonstration of the JtfPs' technical capability to
undertake the RD/RA. This should include a requirement
that FRPs identify the firm they expect will conduct
the work or that H*Ps identify the process they will
undertake to select a firm.;

0 a demonstration of the IKPs' capability to finance the
RD/RA;

0 a statement of the H*Ps' willingness to reimburse U.S.
EPA for past response and oversight costs; and

0 the name, address, and phone number of the party or
steering committee who will represent the FRPs in
negotiations.

Except in extraordinary circumstances explained in a written request, no
extension to this 6O day period will be granted by the U.S. EPA. If a
"good faith" proposal is not received within 6O calendar days, the U.S.
EPA, pursuant to section 122 (e) (4), may proceed to undertake such further
action as is authorized by law, including implementation of the remedial
action utilizing public funds available to the Agency.

To further facilitate your and any other FKPs' ability to present a "good
faith" proposal within the 6O day time limit, the Agency has set up a
meeting to provide information that will assist the FRPs in that effort.
Toward that end, a draft Consent Decree and Statement of Work (SCW) will be
provided to those persons attending this meeting. The details for the
meeting are as follows:

Thursday, June 28, 1990
10:30 a.m.

Fort Wayne, Indiana
Holiday Inn, Grand Ballxocm
300 E. Washington Blvd.

(219) 422-5511

Additionally, the draft Consent Decree was provided to the State of
Indiana. These revisions will be forwarded to the H?Ps as they become
available. Please note that the draft consent decree and scope of work,
though already partly tailored for the purpose of exploring settlement
possibilities with you at this particular site, are subject to changes
based on the current, ongoing review of these documents by the Department
of Justice.

An Administrative Record containing documents that form the basis for the
Agency's decision on the selection of the remedy is available for public
inspection at U.S. EPA - Region V office in Chicago, Illinois or at the
information repositories located at the Columbia City Hall and Peabody
Library in Columbia City, Indiana.

If you need further information regarding this letter, you may contact



Tinka Hyde of the Remedial and Enforcement Response Branch at (312) 886-
9296. If you have an attorney handling your legal matters, please direct
his or her questions to Elizabeth Doyle of the Office of Regional Counsel,
U.S. EPA, Region V, at (312) 886-7951.

By a copy of this letter, the U.S. EPA is notifying the State of Indiana
and the Natural Resources Trustees, in accordance with Section 122(j) of
CERCIA, of its intent to enter into negotiations concerning the
implementation of remedial action at the Site, and is also encouraging them
to consider participation in such negotiations.

If you have not already done so, the U.S. EPA strongly encourages you to
take immediate steps to organize into a Committee to negotiate an agreement
with U.S. EPA to undertake the remedial actions at the Site. We hope that
you will give this matter your immediate attention.

_
John Kelley, Acting Chief
Remedial and Enforcement Response Branch

Enclosures

cc: Sheila Huff, DOI
Doug Fisher, IDEM
Tom Mariani, DOT
Patrick Ralsdon, IENR
Environmental Defense Section, DOT
Indiana Attorney General
Dan Sparks, USFW



ATTACHMENT I

A. U.S. EPA has evaluated a body of evidence in
connection with its investigation of the Site, specifically,
State of Indiana, SPC-17 Liquid Waste Removal Record - Hauler
Reports pertaining to the Site. Based on this evidence, U.S.
EPA has information indicating that you are a potentially
responsible party with respect to this Site.

B. The current PRP Group has conducted the following
studies and/or activities at the Site.

1. 1986 Removal Action - removed and disposed of
contaminated soil, disposal of contents of 215-55
gallon drums and backfill of excavated areas.

2. Remedial Investigation - to determine the nature and
extent of contamination at the Site.

3. 1988 Removal Action - conducted by a group of 5 PRPs,
removed and disposed of additional contaminated soil
and drums, disposal of 23 horizontal tank contents, and
fencing.

4. Feasibility Study - to evaluate the feasibility of
possible alternatives to remediate the Site
contamination identified during the Remedial
Investigation.

5. U.S. EPA released it's Proposed Plan for the site
remediation on January 22, 1990.

6. U.S. EPA issued it's Record of Decision for the WRR
site remediation on March 30, 1990.

C. Past Costs: As of October 17, 1989, $622,066.58
have been expended by U.S. EPA at this Site. The PRPs have been
billed for oversight costs and to date have paid $56,588.02
towards their bills. Therefore, past costs incurred by the U.S.
EPA as of October 17, 1989 are $565,478.56. Following that date,
U.S. EPA has incurred, and will incur, additional response costs
regarding the WRR site.



ATTACHMENT II

The names and addresses of all parties receiving a copy of this
letter are attached.

CURRENT WRR PRP GROUP STEERING COMMITTEE

William N. Hall
Breed, Abbott & Morgan
1875 Eye Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
(202)466-1118

Christopher J. Dunsky
Honigman Miller Schwartz and Conn
2290 First National Building
Detroit, Michigan 48226
(313) 256-7872
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US 900116
TOOL CRAFT
2620 ADAHS CENTER ROKD
PORT yATN8,IN 46803

49 900116
TRONBALL C SONS
P.O. ROI 87
LARRILL.IN 46764

17 905116
ROBBER

1102 S. IOTH STREET
P.O. B3I 516
COSHER, IN_i|6S2&

SI 900116
DMI ROYAL
P.O. BOI 958
STATE ROAD 15 NORTH
tfARSAV,IR_46S80

52 900116
UNITED TOOL
P.O. 801 1352
ELKNART.IN 46575

50 903116
U.S. GRANULES
P.O. B3f 130
1433 WESTERN AfEHUfc
PLYK3(ITn.Ifl_ll6561

54 900116
M A N N E R ft SOH3 COHTROCTION3
29099 0.3. HIGHVAT 33 R
ELEHART,IH_«6516

SS 900116
NEIL-HCLAIN

DIflSION OP HARLEf CO.
BLAINE STREET
MICHIGAN CIM,IR_46360

53 900116
UALKCR flfC.

P.O. BOI 352
LIGONIER.INJ16767

57 900116
A. HATTRRSLBf 6 SON

P.O. BOI 5366
3939 HOBILB ATKNOE
PORT NAfNE,IN_46095

60 900116
ALECTRICO, IRC.
55800 CORIAHT ROAD
P.O. BOI 690
HISHAN&KA.IV 46544

SB 900116
ACTtTB PRODUCTS CORP.

•8RB8RT A. SPITIBR, JR.
ATTORNBf AT LAf
P.O. BOI 927
BARIOi,Ii_46852

61 900116
GART CROOTR

ALORIBOn COHPAHT OP AHBRICA
1501 ALCOA BBILDIBS
PITTSBORCN^PA 15219

56 900116
TODCR 3IL

P.O. R3I 10
ELKHAfir,IN_465t5

59 900116
A L B t D N HIRE
P.O. BOK 156
STATE ROAD B BAST
ALB»N.IN_46701

63 900116
AHOCO OIL COBPAiT

200 E. RANDOLPH DIIffR
CHICAGO,IL 60601

64 900116
AIACONDA POHER CABLR CORPANT

BAIT BCGHTfl
HARION.IN_46952

62 900116
HR. REECE PfUTHER

AKCAST INDUSTRIAL =O R P 3 R f t r i O N
P.O. 831 9B

66 900116
HARTHA ROHRELLS HOTBR

SR. ATTORHBT, ANR PIPBLINR CO.
500 RBNAISSAICI CBBTBI
C/0 ORB MOODA10 AVE.
DETROIT,HIJI8263

69 900116
ASHLET HARD, INC.
5688) BLKHART COORT
ELKHART,IN.465l6

67 900116
APOLLO DISPOSAL
P.O. 031 410
ANCOLA,IN_46703

70 900116
AOSTIN PETROLEUM

99 E. JOE STREET
HONTINCTOR,IN.46750

65 900116
ANGLtN COMPANIES, [K=.

1402 I. HAII
PORT UATNB,[N_46aOtl

66 9091Lt>
ARL3 SNITR

RURAL R3UTP 5
COLUMBIA Clff, tM_

72 900116
B A 5 T I A N PLATING CO., INC.

625 U. ISTfl STREET
AUBURN,IN 46706-2133

73 900116
JOHN BKRC3T
130 E. SBTTENFISLD
FORT MATNi?,IN_46801

arc BFG.
D t l T I S I D N 3F
1755 «. 1AK
PIT mi l n t , r n _ U ' i r >



75 900116
POUEB PLAHT

51« B. UASBIRGTOR
BLOPPTOH.IBJI67i4
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BOCK PRODUCTS

1901 U. HIZELT
ELKBART,IN_«65U

9031L6
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P.O. 831 255

IN
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COOPER TIBB AID ROBBER COBPAIT
PIBDLIT,OB.4S840

91 900116
COLUBtL/CEiERlL, IBC.
J. BICBAIL 0*IARA. ESQ.
P.O. BOI 2263
BillBTT, BARIETT ( HCBACBT

•ITMB,Ifl_46801

94 900116
BICB1RD D. TBCPLE

COOPER TIRB AND ROBBER COHpRMT
FIBDLAT.OH 45840

S9 900116
C O A C B N A H IHDOSmiES

601 B. BEAROSLET
ELKHARr,tB.«6515

92 9001U
CORCORDIA THEDLOSICkL
6600 M. CLINTON
PORT tftrHE,IN_46825

96 900116
COVER-ALL RENTAL SERVICE
3201 BROOKLYN AfEHUE
PORT MAINE.IB.468Q9

97 900116
C B A R B EDnOND

550 NORTH BROADtlAT
BUTLER,m_»6721

15 903116
RAI10HD C. HAHrc.H

DIVI5I7H COUNSKL
CORNIN3 3LA55 40HK5
LEGAL
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, CUSTARD IBSURARCE ADJUSTERS. [NC.
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JOHN CANAIt
ICB PRRSIO^MT, FM-.INPFR t NG
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PLIRAITTH
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PORT H A t * B , l R J I 6 8 5 2

102 900H6
DA1TCO CORPORATION

1200 M . R I C R I G A M A V B R U B
T H R E E RIVERS,HI .49093

105 900116
DEKALB ROLDBD PLASTICS

0.5. NIGNHAT 6 VEST
BUTLER.IN 46721

P.O. BOI 1398
DALTON P00NDRIES, TIC.
UARSAH,IN_46580

103 901116
LARRT L. TUCKER

OATTOR-MALTHER CORPORATION
600 BAST HIGHLAND K V E N 0 E
BOUGIE DITISION
HUNCIR,IN_47303

106 900116
STBfIR L. ABTUSI. ESQ.

CORPORATE COUNSEL DE PU?
P.O. BOI 998
NIRSAN.IN 46580

905 JIDRTW WEST

101 900116
CLEHEHT A. RRVETTI

LEGAL :3unset.
P.O. B3I 1000
DANK CORPORATION
TOLEDO,3H_»3&97

1)1 903llti
DEKAL9 CENTRAL 53H30L DISTRICT

P.O. 831 503
AOBURM,IB_96/OS

109 900116
DIESTBR HACIIIB
1933 B. HATIB STREET
PORT MATiE,ri_*6803

900116
BOTCO COPPER Alt TOOLS
4030 STATE ROUTE 18
BtCESflLLB.ON 43526

197 90 01 If.
Hn. A. DXDIEIt % SONS

613 Nl".H STREET
P.O. B3I 10711
PORT HAr«E,I«_l68'> J-

111 90011ft
D30GLASS COBSTIOCTIOB CO., IRC.

1777 REED ROAD
PORT HATiE,I»_46815

114 900116
E-RBC-fO
P.O. 831 846
HI5HAHABA,IH.46S44

112 900116
DHTtR TRSTRORBHT

55 MAID
•AKAROSA,II_46360

115 900116
ROBIRT B. 6RTDKD

ASSOCIATE COORSBL, B-SISTBHS I«!
P.O. ROI 660240
DALLAS.TI.7S266

110 900116
RR. N O R B E R T P . S T R 3 H E L

flAIitlf ACTOtlNC E N G l N E e R I H S N A M A C E R
14L R I I L R 3 I O S T R E E T
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113 9091L6
DTRAHIC POM EH CORP3RATI3N

RORAL ROUTE 2
P.O. B3I 148
OSSIAM.IH_46777

117 900116
EDGBRTOH RBTAL PRODOCTS, IIC.

21* E. BBRBRT
EDGBRT3M.OH 43517

118 900116
BDOR HACHIRE DtTISION

SIHPSOH IBBQSTRIBS, IN
I. IRDIAHA
IDOI.OH 43S18

116 900116
KATKRTR L. C3ETZ.

EAGLE-PtCHER INDUSTRIES, IN;
P.O. B3f 779
CI«ClNNATTI,Ot|_45201

120 900116
HtLBS C. GBRBEBIRG

BARRBTT. BARRETT t HCRAGRT
P.O. BOI 2263
ELECTRIC ROTORS t SPECIALTIES IRC
POHT BATHE,IRJI6801

123 900116
ELRHURST BOS GARAGE

PORT HATNE SCHOOL DISTRICT
6006 ARDHORE AVENUE
PORT HATNB,IH_46a09

121 900116
BLRRART PRODUCTS CORP.

700 RAIHBON ROAD
GBNBVA.11.46740

124 900116
EPCO PRODUCTS

P.O. 001 )B7
• EH HAVEN, IH_i|677tl

119 900116
ELC3 INDUSTRIES, IHC,

P.O. B1I 606
LOGAISP3RT,IM_Uh'Jl7

122 900116
CITI >F ELXHART

CITT 1UNICIPAL ilU
229 5. 2X0.
ELKHARr,I1_16[ilf,

126 900116 127 103116 ') iT 11



EIACTO. INC. Of SOOTH BEND
11)7 S. LAPATETTE
P.O. BOX 597
SOUTH 8END,IN_44624

129 900116
FLEX STEEL INDUSTRIES, IBC.
P.3. B3X 129
•BU PARIS,IN.46SS3

LAUREN H. HORlS7.Nr
CORPORATE COUNSEL
2955 C30LIDSE
EX-CBLL-0 CORP.

900116
FORT HAVRE AIR SERflCC
(lit JOHI OILLBt
4021 tit ST. BARRFIELD
rot? tuTRE,iN 16509

ESSEX INTERrmrONAL, IN
UNITED TECHNOLOGY C
u t i t T S i ) T F i C H N O L j s r U U I L D I N
HARTf D«I>,CT_

12U 90011D
PLHrL:)W, INC.

1619 CIRCLE
SOUTH BEND,IKJl662a

132 900116
R3T S. •OtUtOiSII

FRANKLIN ELECTRIC CORPARY, INC,
400 EAST SPRIiC STREET
BLOFFTON,XN_46714

13) 900116
FREBHORT flFG.

DIVISION OF SINP50N IND.
S. TILLOTSON
FIEBONT.IN 46737

INC.

131
FORT UATNE HATER

POLLUTION CONTROL PLANT
2601 OUCNCER A r E N U E
FORT

135 900116
G.C.S. ENTERPRISES
2204 LI8RRTT DRtfK

136 900116
CASOLIHI BQOIPBBRT SRf. CO., INC.
P.O. BOX tO«?«
FOIT

1)4 903116
C-G SERVICE C3.
GLEIBB03K SQUARE SIIDPPINS CFNTER
FORT HATIIBfIN_

138 900116
THOMAS B.. ANB5TIORC

CDUNSEL-BNfllONNRNTAL ISSUES
GEHBRkL ELECTRIC COHPANT
FA£RriELD,CT_OM31

111 900116
DlfXD C. LEE

STATE GENERAL COONSBL t SEC.
P.O. BOX 107
SENERIL TELEPHONE COHPANT
UE5TFIBLO,IB.«6TO«

!«• 900116
JOHN BOSS

VXCB PRESIDENT - B.P.A.
Ill EAST BROAD STREET
CBIPC3 FASTENERS DIflSION OF SITE
SOOTH UNITELT.IN_«679T

1«7 900116
HENDRECKSON TANDEfl CORP.

BOLER INfESTBKiTS, INC.
P.O. BOX 927
KENOALLTXLLE,IR_«67S5

150 900116
HOOK IND. SALES
2731 BROOKLfN AVENUE
FORT UATNE.IN 16804

139 900UI
D. N. HOHRN1N

HANACBR-KNfllONflENTAL PROCRAHS
P.O. BOX 2230
CERtRAL ELECTRIC COHPANT
FORT NATNE,IR_46801

142 900116
GEIftA SCBEH HACNINB PRODOCTS INC
0.5. 27 N.
P.O. BOX 2«1
ROUTE 1
CEHRV1,IN_46740

145 900116
N A G E R N A N CONSTRUCTION CORP.

SOI N. NASNINGTON BODLF.fARD
FORT »AYNK.Ii_H6802

148 900116
fllLLSOALE TOOL & HFG,

135 E. SOUTH
NILLSD1LE.HI_49242

151 900116
HOOVER DRAINAGE

GRlnn ROAD
HONTINGTON.IN 46750

CO.

137 930116
G A T E S = N E V R 9 L E T 33RP.

401 S. L A F A Y E T T E
SOOTK 3 E N D » I N . U 6 6 0 I

110 903116
G E N E R A L P E T R 3 L E U N . I N i

3919 NOBILE
FORT t ) A X N E » I N . V 6 B 3 b

113 900116
G E N E V A , INC.

7034 E. CODRT
D A V I S O N , n i J t 6 4 2 3

146 903116
TOfl H A R G E T T

F R O E f l A U r C O R P .
LIQUID AND BULK TANK DIVISION
P.O. H3X 660
FORT UAyNE.IH_4bHOl

HOLNES KND C
8 0 7 E A S T E L L S W ^ H T H
P.O. BOX 170

rr, r N



15) 900116
ITT AEROSPACE/OPTICAL DITISIOR

OlflSION OP ITT CORP.
P.O. BOX 3700
PORT HATNE,IN_*6fl01-3701

1S6 900116
I N D I A N A DIB HOLDIMG

DIIISIOI OP HARNBT INDUSTRIES INC
9100 PftOKT STREET
PORT HAYNE,IN_*6B18-2209

15* 900116
inco, INC.
P.O. BOX 111
NONTIRGTON,INJI6750

157 900H6
INDUSTRIAL PORL OILS, IN:

1702 S. PAIRPICID ATENDE
PORT UATNe,IN_«6aO«

152 900116
TH31AS L. ALDRXCH

ASSISTANT 3ENRRAL r
2703 SANDRRS R3AD
HOUSEHOLD NANUPACriJRIN:;, INC,
PROSPECT «F,I3Hrs,IL_(>00713

15!> 903116
I N D I A N A A I R N A T I 3 N A L G U A R D

0AER PtELO
PORT » A f N E , I N _ H t > d 0 9

159 900116
JANESON COIP. Op INDIANA
209 U. OHIO STREET
P.3. B3I 297
KENDALLffILLB,IM 46755-2015

160 900116
JIH EELLT BOICK, INC.

1819 5. CALPIOU1
PORT «ATNE,IN_(|6flOH

158 90011S
iNTCRNArtONAL HARVESTEH C3-1PAHT
2701 COLISEU
P.O. mr 596
PORT HAIME,rN_i|683L

162 900116
JOSAR rtANOPACTORINC COHPABT
1506 EAST SECOND STBBBT
FUCHICAi.IN V6360

163 900116
JOT RANUPACTORIRG COMP A N T

301 G R A N T STBBRT
PITTSBORCII,PA_IS219

. 161 90 OIK,
JOHNS3d PRDDDCTS

2103 STPHLING K V f N U E
ELRHAftT.I!f_4651fi

165 900116
XREAGBI BROTHERS EICAfATING

RURAL ROOTR 1
CRDflHELL,IN

166 900116
KOOITX EDOIPHENT
69*6 tILAC ROAD
PLTHOOTR,m_t6563

16« 900116
K. N I R T D t S T R I S U r i D H

P.O. B3I 359
PORT HATNE.tN.HbaM

168 900116
KERR GLASS NAN0PACTORINC CORF.

52* EAST CBNTEI
DDNKIRI.IN_«7336

171 900116
(RA) 3BNE LOPSHIRB

101 H. PAIIPAX
PORT MITNE,IN_«I6807

169 900116
LARDER CORP.

•ENBB R* nANNIRNBT
11 5. HIBIDIAN ST. SVITB 1313
BARNES AND TRORNBURG
IBDIAHA»OLIS,IN_«620«

172 900116
LIMB -tTT NPG. CO., INC.

1*70 ETNA AffBNOE
P.O. BOI 509
HOflTINGTOR,IN_«6750-36*0

167 900116
ri QOIP, i»~.

HILLIAN L. SHEET, JR
P.O. BOX 2263
BARRerr, BARRerr f*
PORT tfAfNE,IN_il660l

IfO 900116
ROPOS H. C R A 1 3

NACHILLAN RL3EDAL« IN
P.O. Bit 366
PINE HrLL,AL_36f69

LUtf

17« 900116
LINCOLN (UNOPaCTORING COflPANT IRC

P.O. BOX 1229
PORT M A I N E , I N «6801

175 900116
L O B O E L L - E N B R f N P G . CO.

10850 17TH STREET
IRCOS.tN H6501-9703

173 903116
L I f l E S r O N R P

P.O. BOX 61!)
INC

L77 900116
LTDRLL, INC.,

SLASTOriBR PRODUCTS GROUP
P.O. B3I 21 .

176
ZANXK, INC.

loo PRJRRFSS WAT
1 T I L L A . I N U 6 7 1 H

176 901116
LO-K J I I H T T ' J t l , ^ l M P f t r 4 Y ,

1«09 H i t H H 5 I D 1 ! 0 : M V K
(* . 0 . il 1K 2 V)



GERBER STRKET
LIGONIER,I»_16767-0191

180 900116
THOHAS H. Ill PIER, ESQ.

N A G N A f O I CORSQSKBR BLBCTRIC CO.
P.O. BOI 11810
MOUTH AHERICiR PHILIPS COHPAIT
EIO»IILLB.TR_379H

lea 900116
HARTIR OIL

«S01 127TH ftLSIP
BLUE ISL1RO.IL_60106

186 900116
HCCORO HB4T TRAI3PEB CORP.
500 V. HitHI SOI STIBBT
PLTflOOTB,H_l6S63-l321

189 900116
HEARS SERfICE, IIC.
(Rl) CT CORP.
1 R. CAPITAL AIIIOB
IIOIARAPOLI3,IR_16210

192 900116
niS N A M A K A CITT SCROOL5
1102 5. HIII

I 16511

181 900H6
D.T. CARLTOI

NAGRAfOI G3». 5 I N D U S T R I A L
131) PRODOCTIOK ROAD
BLBCTROIICS COnPIVT
FORT KITME, H_1680Q

181 900116
STBPRBR r. arms

ISSISMRT CORPORtTB COUMSKL
21001 f»l BORI ROAD
(11 SOD INDOSTRIBS, IRC.
fiILOR,HI.16180

1S7 900116
HCDOVBLL BRTERPR1SES, IIC.

J1HBS V. lOODSBtLL. 853.
121 V. PRtRKLIR STREBT, STB 100
VtlRICK, IBkfEI. B BOTI

190 900116
flBBK NICK, IIC.
6529 NIPLBDOM3 DRIfB
FORT

199 900116
BORS1RTO

910 6BRRER STREET
LIBOBIIR.IR.16767

SOOTH

119
7.0LLIER ~

M I L E S r.
P.O. 031 2263
BARRETT, BARRETT 6
TORT

M2 9031 If,
RIPLEH300 SHELL

6132 STELLKORM R 3 A O
P O R T H l t t N E , l N _ 4 6 8 L 5

135 900LL6
N A T R R I A L S H A N D L I M ^ ZJUIPIENT CORP

7133 US RC C H > k T JO C.
PORT U»rKC,lN_'J6d03

198 900116
U.A. AIL8S

TICK PRe5IDEHT-<TREASURER
909 I. LIPtTETTE STREET
HCGILL f l A N U r A C r U R l N S 20. tBC,
fALPARAISO.II_163B3 '.

191 900116
HEMLL0RGICAL PR3CES5INC. IK:

3715 B. rikSHIIGTON BOULEVARD
P.O. B3I 10812
PORT HAfMB.II_«685i|-Ottil2

195 900116
niERS SEPTIC SElftCE

ROOTE 3
LISORIBR.IR 16767

196 900116
•iAS POOD

RDIAL ROUTE 5
POlTLklD.IM 17371

191 9001L6
nooic Business PORKS

HEST flTLL

196 900116
MTIORAL BEAT TREATIIG CORP.

1621 S. HONROK
PORT HAVRE,IR.16603

201 900116
MIPSC3

5265 H3HI1AM A f E N Q E

199 900116
•ORPOLI ft UESTERR RAILTHAT

8111 MBLSOI ROkD
PORT HATME,IR.16803

202 900116
• O R T I I E R N I N O t A N H P U B L I C S R f S .

5265 ROLtm-f K V E N U E
N k N R O M D . I I _ i l 6 3 2 0

L 9 7 9 0 0 1 L b
R . K . R l f E T l K ,

E I V I R 3 N 1 B N T K L E M ^ I N E E R I N J
9101 t f K S T H I S G I N S K O f t t )
N A T I 3 N A L C A N C O R P .
C H I C l G 3 , I « _ 6 0 6 3 l

2 3 3 9 3 - ) l I 6
N O R T H K I E R t C A H V Art L [ II f: S , T i l ,

5001 U . S . I t r C H W A T J 3 J .
P O R T H A T H E , l ! i _ ' l h ' l l f t

204 900116
ONTARIO FORGR CORPSRATIOM

205 900116
ORTON-.HCtULLDO.IH . T R A M P

2 3 3
o.F.c .



1200 USST J A C K S O N STREST
P.O. BOI 2757
(tURCIE, IN_47303

P.O. 001 046
H I S H A « A K A , I N J I 6 5 1 i l

O.E.C .
501 kRJ
U A R 5 * U , I N 16530

207 900116
PHD CO.

4763 N. U.S. 21 E.
,IN_«6750-9617

210 900116
POORHIM'S SEATING AND til

COKDITIONAIHG SERTICE, I1C.
mi? MAR T I N
PORTT HATRE,IR_*6B02

23n 100116
D A I N E V. S K I M M E R

ASSISTANT RISK N A N A G B f l
P.O. BOX 9«3
PHILLIPS INbOSTRIES, TMC.
DITTO*,OH_«5101

211 900116
POVBR PLANT SERVXCE. CMC,
2010 LftREflEII ROAD
PORT MITNR.IV 46800.3922

23b
PHH-TRE C

STATE R3AD OHK

239 900116
PL»n3')TH COHHUMITT S^HODLS

701 EAST BERKELET STftEET

213 900116
R.J. RtH&. SOPERfflSOl

EN»I10N(lBiTAL APPAIIS
P.O. BOX 1318
PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPELINE CO.
KANSAS CITT,HO_6«1II1

216 900116
nONICA H. POHRRAN, SI. ATTOINBT
R.R. D3RRELLBT C 5015
2223 HAITI* LOT HER KtK DRIfE
CHICAGO.It 60616

2U 900116
RONALD I. 1ICHET

PRECISION PLASTICS, INC.
P.O. BOI 329
COL8HBIA CITf,IN_*6725

217 900116
RACO, IIC.

Illfflf H05S8LL, l*
P.O. BOI 4002
HISNANAIA.IN_«6755

212 900U6
P R A I R I E VIEU L A N D F I L L

P.O. BOX 128

215 9031L6
PRINCl. IHC.
P.O. Blf 9782
PORT HATNE,INJIf>li99

219 900116
RERCO OIL
P.O. BOX 610
HISHAHAKi.IM 465M

220 900116
•BBSBERGER OIL
1(04 ROPEL
SOOTI BEND,IN 46628

218 900110
R E C L A I N E R , IK".

P.O. B3I 610
niSNAHAKA,IH_<16755

222 900116
ROPPE ROBBER CORP.

101 INDUSTRIAL DRXTR
ANGOLA,II 46703-104S

223 900116
•TDBR TIOCK RENTAL

PORT tATNE LEASING
P.O. BOX 119
PORT NATNE,IM_16fl01

221 900116
ROrCVP.LL I N f g R l f A r i 3 N A L

1001 H. CULfER R3»D

225 900116
SEAHCO

S03 E. BROAD
SOUTH MHITLET.IM 467B7

226 900116
SHANBAH t CO., IRC.

2531 BRBHER DRIVE
PORT NATRE,IN_«&a03

224 901116
RTDER TRUCK 3PMTIL

DISTRICT OFFICE
S22S NEH H A V E i l A V B K
PORT UA!l*E,I>t_(l6BOJ

228 900116
SHELL CAR HASH

1001 «. 7TH
AUBURN.IN 46706

229 100116
SHELLER GLOBE
P.O. BOX 962
TOLP.DO.OH Jl 3697

227 900116
S H A K E £ H I A F T

P.O. H3f 125
SWATfiEE. IN 46'»8t»
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258 900116
fiTReoos STBBL

900 R. H A B A S f l A V E I O I

259 900116
f 01 CM FT

COOitT R O A D 60
ST. J O E , I N 16785

257 90')116
T A L L E t f l l C r i l N E P H 3 D U : r S

18l)0 B O R H E n f t N A V E K I J R
E L K H I R T , I N J I 6 5 1 7

261 900116
U A B A S H F I B R E BOl CO.

BESTOR PAPB« 1MB RPG. CO.
pcRcosoR IOAD, BAER PIBLD
PORT HATNB.IRJI6009

26« 900116
JAR HITBIS ft IOCRI3
7603 HELSO I01D
PORT IftTBB.tR 46B03

262 900116
H1B&5H, IRC.

•11 B. SOOTH
•ORTIRGTON,IR_

265 900116
JOB IITHIS
tOUL HOOTK »
PORT «ITHe*IV.«6619

2SO 900116
WIB1SH ILLOrs, I

DiriSI3R 3P OJ
P.O. BOI «66
OLD U.S. 2« M.

251 900116
H A L R R X 3 TOOL

1935 H. LUSHER

267 900116
MBTtt PROTECTION CO.

1511 ilBASH afflllB
PORT «AT»R,ti_l6eOJ-21«6

270 900116
HOODALL

10261 S. IlDCiR LAKB BOOLBTtRD
IRDIiRIPOLIS.IR_«6236

268 900116
•ITRt RRCLAHlTIOi B RRCTCLIRG INC

LIIIT BROCKRIB
P.O. BOI 967
DtlllL DRIfB
COLOHBI1 CITT,IR_«672S

271 900116
•ORLB COLOI PRBSS

CHBBICiL PLATE CORP.
P.O. BOI 12«fl
BfPIB6RIH.IL.62«01

266 900116
H A T M R N9HE

DtflSlO* OP SCOTT S PETZER
001 3LA5GOV A f E N U E
PORT IAIIB.II_«6803>t3«i|

269 900116
HNITLET PRODUCTS

1103 STtMLET O R I V R

272 900116
IOL3I CORPORATION

6932 3CTTT5BUR6 PIKE
PORT MATIE.IN 46904
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WAYNE RECLAMATION AND RECYCLING PROPOSED PLAN
COLOMBIA CITY, INDIANA

INTRODUCTION

This Proposed Plan identifies the preferred option for cleaning
up the contamination at the Wayne Reclamation and Recycling (WRR)
site. In addition, the Plan includes summaries of other
alternatives analyzed for this site. This document is issued by
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA), the lead
agency for the site activities, and the Indiana Department of
Environmental Management (IDEM), the support agency for this
response action. U.S. EPA, in consultation with the IDEM, will
select a final remedy for the site only after the public comment
period has ended and the information submitted during this time
has been reviewed and considered.

U.S. EPA is issuing this Proposed Plan as part of its public
participation responsibilities under Section 117(a) of the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability
Act (CERCLA). This document summaries information that can be
found in greater detail in the Remedial Investigation (RI) and
Feasibility Study (FS) reports and other documents contained in
the administrative record file for this site. U.S. EPA and the
State encourage the public to review these other documents in
order to gain a more comprehensive understanding of the- site and
Superfund activities that have been conducted there. The
administrative record file, which contains the information upon
which the selection of the response action will be based, is
available at the following locations:

Peabody Library Columbia City Hall
203 N. Main Street 211 S. Chauncey Street
Columbia City, Indiana 46725 Columbia City, Indiana 46725.

U.S. EPA, in consultation with the IDEM, may modify the preferred
alternative or select another response action presented in the
Plan and the RI/FS Reports based on new information or public
comments. Therefore, the public is encouraged to review and
comment on all the alternatives identified here.

SITE BACKGROUND

Site History

WRR is an approximately 30 acre site, located on the southeast
edge of the Columbia City limits (Figure 1). It is bounded on
the south and east by the Blue River and on the west and
northwest by a cemetery and residential area. The site includes
approximately 20 acres currently owned by WRR, 6 acres in the
north which WRR sold to Holmes & Company in 1982, and 4 acres on
the west owned by Columbia City.



north
SCALE: T-10 MILES FIGURE 1

WAYNE REGIONAL LOCATION MAP
WAYNE RECLAMATION &
nr-/-iwy»i oxi tnv
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In 1975, WRR purchased approximately 25 acres of land on the
southeast edge of Columbia City, including a 13.6 acre portion
that Columbia City owned since 1953. WRR and its division, Wayne
Haste Oil, began operating an oil reclamation business at the
site in 1975. In 1980, the Indiana State Board of Health (ISBH)
began investigating the WRR site as a result of reports from a
former WRR employee that hazardous wastes were being illegally
disposed of at the site. ISBH determined that between February
1979 and May 1980, WRR filed hauler reports stating that it had
disposed of 250,000 gallons of sludge at the Williams County
landfill in Bryan, Ohio. However, the landfill had not received
any waste shipments from WRR during that time.

In 1982, WRR and one of its principals, Wayne Brockman, pleaded
guilty to illegal "depositing of contaminants" and filing false
hauler reports. They were required to pay a fine, to fund a risk
assessment of the site, and to pay for cleanup. WRR did not
perform the cleanup required under its guilty plea.

The site (Figure 2) can be divided into three major areas: the
southeast portion designated as the lower floodplain; the
northeast portion designated as an old City landfill area; and
the central and west portion, known as the uplands. The lower
floodplain includes the areas which have been identified as the
"freshwater pond", "oil decanting pit", "tar pit", "sludge
ravine", "discolored area", "buried barrel area" and "acid pit".
The old City landfill which Columbia City operated from 1953 to
1970, is in the northeast part of the site. Also included in
this area is the "ink sludge area". The upland area includes the
now inactive WRR office buildings and numerous tanks.

In December, 1982, the WRR site was listed on the National
Priorities List (NPL). On July 10, 1986, approximately 100
Potentially Responsible Parties (PRPs) entered into an
Administrative Order by Consent with U.S. EPA to conduct a
removal action at the site. Because the removal was not
satisfactorily completed, a Unilateral Administrative Or-l^r was
issued to a smaller group of PRPs on February 17, 1988, requiring
them to complete a removal action.

On August 14, 1987, U.S. EPA entered into an Administrative Order
by Consent with over 100 PRPs to conduct the RI/FS. The U.S. EPA
and IDEM oversaw all facets of the investigations. The RI was
conducted to determine the nature and extent of contamination and
the FS evaluated the alternatives to prevent migration of the
contaminants. Results of the RI, which was finalized in June,
1989, are as follows:

o Surface soils in the area of the shooting range (SB-18) are
contaminated with polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs).
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o The highest levels of volatile organic soil contamination
were detected in the southwest area of the site along the
Blue River (SB-7/MW9 and SB-40/MW14S); in the northern
portion of the site west of the old City Landfill; and the
southeast corner of the site. The major contaminants are
chlorinated ethenes and to a lesser extent, chlorinated
ethanes, toluene and alkanes.

o The majority of groundwater contamination is caused by
chlorinated ethanes and occurs in the same general location
as the volatile organic soil contamination.

o Magnesium, cadmium, copper, zinc, and lead were detected at
levels above the ranges considered to be common in "natural
soils." In general, the elevated levels of these compounds
coincided with the areas described above for the volatile
organic compounds. However, one apparently isolated area of
considerably high concentrations of these elements
(particularly lead) was detected approximately midway
between the "freshwater pond" and the northern boundary of
the site (SB-17/SB-17A). In addition, investigations in
1987, by the Technical Assistance Team (TAT) and the
Environmental Response Team (ERT) found elevated levels of
lead in the contents of four vertical and three horizontal
tanks, located just west of the WRR office, and in the
surrounding soils.

o Concentrations of inorganic parameters in surface water and
sediments from the Blue River adjacent to the site were not
significantly above those upstream from the site boundary,
with the possible exception of copper and zinc in sediments.
A slight increase in cyanide concentrations was observed
adjacent to the site as compared to upstream concentrations.
Concentrations of inorganic parameters (particularly
cyanide) in on-site surface waters were elevated in the
wetland north of the site, "sludge ravine", and "oil
decanting pit." Volatile organic compounds in on-site
sediments were elevated in the three surface water locations
previously mentioned, as well as in the "freshwater pond."

o Although this was not discussed in the RI, the old City
Landfill lacks appropriate cover to ensure compliance with
RCRA Subtitle D regulations.

Scope and Role of the Response Action

The PRPs, under the direction of the U.S. EPA have already
initiated two removal response actions at this site. Removal
activities under the 1986 Administrative Order by Consent
included excavation and disposal of contaminated soil in the "oil
decanting pit", ntar pit" and "sludge ravine"; removal and
disposal of the contents of 215 55-gallon drums and soil from the
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"buried barrel area"" and backfill. Backfilling remains to be
done in the "oil decanting pit", "tar pit" and "sludge ravine11.
Removal activities under the 1988 Unilateral Administrative Order
included excavation and disposal of contaminated soil from the
"discolored area", "acid pit", "ink sludge area" and "sludge
ravine"; removal and disposal of an additional 125 drums;
removal and disposal of the contents of 23 horizontal tanks;
fencing of the "oil decanting pit", "sludge ravine", and
"discolored area"; and backfilling the "acid pit" and "ink sludge
area" with off-site borrow.

This Proposed Plan addresses contaminated soil and groundwater in
the lower floodplain and upland areas of the site; RCRA Subtitle
D closure requirements for the old Columbia City landfill; and
empty/clean/removal of the remaining tanks and debris which pose
a threat to human health and the environment. These areas were
determined to be a principal threat at the site because of the
potential threat of direct contact with the soils and the soil's
impact on the groundwater. The contaminated groundwater is a
principal threat at the site because of the potential for direct
ingestion of contaminants through municipal and private drinking
water wells. This is the third and final response action for
this site.

Summary of Site Risks

During the RI, an analysis was conducted to estimate the health
or environmental problems that could result if the contamination
at the WRR site was not cleaned up. This analysis is commonly
referred to as a baseline Endangerment Assessment (Chapter 6 of
the RI Report). In conducting this assessment, the focus was on
the health effects that could result from direct exposure to the
contaminants as a result of the soil coming into contact with the
skin, or from direct ingestion of the soil. The Endangerment
Assessment also focused on the health effects that could result
from ingestion, inhalation, or direct contact with the skin of
contaminated groundwater from a municipal or drinking water well.

Groundwater

The major contaminants of concern in the groundwater were
Trichloroethylene (TCE) and vinyl chloride. TCE and vinyl
chloride are volatile organic compounds that are known to cause
cancer in laboratory animals and are therefore classified as
carcinogens. TCE is a highly mobile contaminants that typically
migrates through the soil into the groundwater.

The average concentrations of TCE and vinyl chloride found in the
groundwater beneath the WRR site resulted in an excess lifetime
cancer risk of 2 x 10~4. This means that if no cleanup action is
taken by U.S. EPA, two additional people per ten thousand have a
chance of contracting cancer as a result of the exposure to
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groundwater contaminated with TCE and vinyl chloride.

Soil

The major contaminants of concern in the soils were polynuclear
aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) and Polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs). PAHs and PCBs are also classified as carcinogens. PAHs
tend to be relatively immobile contaminants that will typically
remain in the soil for long periods of time.

Sampling of the on-site soil found that average concentrations of
PAHs resulted in an excess lifetime cancer risk of 3 x 10~2.
This means that if no cleanup action is taken by U.S. EPA, three
additional people per one hundred have a chance of contracting
cancer as a result of the exposure to the PAH-contaminated soil.

These estimates were developed by taking into account various
conservative assumptions about the likelihood of a person being
exposed to the soil and groundwater and the toxicity of the
contaminants.

Actual or threatened releases of hazardous substances from this
site, if not addressed by the preferred alternative or one of the
other active measures considered, may present an imminent and
substantial endangerment to public health, welfare, or the
environment.

SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES

Based on the findings in the RI report, the following remedial
action objectives were established for the WRR site to ensure
protection of human health and the environment:

Groundwater

o Minimize potential future risk to public health from
consumption of contaminated groundwater.

o Control migration of contaminated groundwater to the Blue
River water and sediment.

o Reduce migration of subsurface soil contaminants to the
groundwater

Contaminated Soil

o Minimize risk to public health and environment from the
direct contact with PCB and PAH contaminated surface soil.

o Reduce potential for erosion and transport of contaminated
surface and subsurface soil to the Blue River.
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Municipal Lapdf il^

o Ensure adequate cover is present to prevent erosion and
exposure of waste resulting in direct contact or washout to
the river.

Surface and Subsurface Tanks and Contents

o Eliminate potential migration of tank contents to surface
and subsurface soil and groundwater.

Elements

There are seven remedial action alternatives which have been
developed to address the contamination at the WRR site. Except
for the "No Action" alternative, all of the alternatives now
being considered for the site would include a number of common
components. Alternatives 2 through 7 include removal and/or
treatment of the tank contents and capping of the municipal
landfill in accordance with RCRA Subtitle D sanitary landfill
closure requirements. Soil and groundwater in the vicinity of
the tanks may require additional investigation to delineate the
extent of contamination due to spills or leaks associated with
the tanks. It is assumed that additional soil or groundwater
contamination could be addressed in a similar manner used in
other areas of the site.

A large amount of debris is scattered throughout the site. These
materials should be evaluated and those determined to be solid
waste can be consolidated and placed under the municipal landfill
cap. Those materials determined to be contaminated with
hazardous waste would need to be cleaned or disposed in
accordance with RCRA.

Each alternative also includes groundwater extraction and
treatment to health-based levels and MCLs. Long-term groundwater
monitoring in compliance with requirements of RCRA Subpart F, 40
CFR Section 264.100 will be conducted to gauge the effectiveness
of the selected remedy. In addition, erosion control provisions
and deed restrictions are required. It should also be noted that
the wastes at the WRR site were found to be sufficiently similar
to RCRA-listed waste or RCRA-characteristic wastes to make RCRA
relevant and appropriate.

Lead-contaminated soil was found in the vicinity of SB-17 and SB-
17A. Although this contamination appears to be localized, the
extent of remediation of this area will be determined based on
additional sampling during the remedial design. Remediation of
the lead-contaminated soil will be achieved by either soil
washing or immobilization technologies.
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A more detailed discussion of the remedial action alternatives is
presented below. Costs, including annual operation and
maintenance (O&H), for each alternative are also provided. All
costs and implementation times are estimated.

Alternative 1; NO ACTION

Capital Cost: $0
Annual O&H Cost: $0
Present Worth: $0
Time to Implement: None

The Superfund program requires that the "no action" alternative
be evaluated at every site to establish a baseline for
comparison. Under this alternative, U.S. EPA would taken no
further action at the site to prevent exposure to the soil and
groundwater contamination.

Alternative 2: GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/
COVERING PAH-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ CAPPING VOC-CONTAMINATED SOILS/
EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING
MUNICIPAL LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND
UNDERGROUND TANKS

Capital Cost: $3,329,630
Annual O&M Cost: $ 228,500
Present Worth: $5,483,700
Time to Implement: 30 years

Given the presence of the municipal well field immediately north
of the site, vertical hydraulic gradients are downward from the
upper to lower aquifers when the municipal well is being used.
Therefore, the groundwater extraction system would be designed to
lower the water table approximately 3.5 feet so that groundwater
gradients are upward even when the municipal wells are pumping.
The extraction wells in the southeast area of the site would be
located within a slurry wall in order to allow for lower
extraction rates and to facilitate lowering of the groundwater
table. Additional groundwater extraction wells would also be
placed through the site in order to intercept all contaminated
groundwater. Treated groundwater would be discharged to the Blue
River. Discharge limits would be established in accordance with
IOEM's NPDES program.

The PAH-contaminated soil will be covered to prevent the
incidence of dermal contact. VOC-contaminated soil will be
capped in accordance with RCRA Subtitle C closure requirements to
prevent the incidence of dermal contact and reduce contaminant
migration to the groundwater via infiltration.

In addition, those elements presented in the section entitled
"Common Elements" are included in this alternative.



-10-

Alternative 3; GRODNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ SOIL
FLUSHING WITH TREATED GROUNDWATER/ COVERING PAH-CONTAMINATED
SOILS/ EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING
MUNICIPAL LANDFILV REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND
UNDERGROUND TANKS

Capital Cost: $3,248,230
Annual O&M Cost: $ 236,700
Present Worth: $5,110,848
Time to Implement: 15 years

The groundwater extraction and treatment system would be
identical to the system described for Alternative 2. However, to
reduce the time that the system will need to operate, the treated
effluent will be flushed through the areas of the site with VOC-
contaminated soils. A treatability study will be required to
determine the process effectiveness and necessity for adding
surfactants to the flushing fluid for aid in contaminant removal.
Contaminants are recovered by the groundwater extraction system
and treated. The soil flushing has the effect of accelerating
the natural process of soil flushing that would occur through
rainfall infiltration. It is estimated that the flushing system
would operate for a period of 15 years.

The PAH-contaminated soil will be covered to prevent the
incidence of dermal contact. In addition, those elements
presented in the section entitled "Common Elements" are included
in this alternative.

Alternative 4; GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ SOIL
VAPOR EXTRACTION/ COVERING PAH-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ EROSION
CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING MUNICIPAL
LANDFILV REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND UNDERGROUND TANKS

Capital Cost: $3,306,875
Annual O&M Cost: $ 291,000
Present Worth: $5,582,499
Time to Implement: 15 years

To reduce the time required to operate the groundwater extraction
and treatment system presented in Alternative 2, a soil vapor
extraction (SVE) system would be used to remove the VOC
contamination from the soil. The vapor extraction wells would be
placed in the areas of the site with VOC-contaminated soils. The
area surrounding the vapor extraction wells would be covered with
approximately three feet of fill to increase the efficiency of
the system by reducing the volume of air being pulled from above
the ground surface. The air emissions will be treated to health-
based levels. The SVE and groundwater extraction systems will
operate in conjunction for approximately 15 years to meet the
clean-up criteria.
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The PAH-contaminated soil will be covered to prevent the
incidence of dermal contact. In addition, those elements
presented in the section entitled "Common Elements" are included
in this alternative.

Alternative 5; GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/
EXCAVATION AND BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT OF VOC-CONTAMINATED SOIL/
COVERING PAH-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED
RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING MUNICIPAL LANDFILI/ REMOVE
CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND UNDERGROUND TANKS

Capital Cost: $7,988,170
Annual O&M Cost: $ 279,000
Present Worth: $9,927,114
Time to Implement: 15 years

To reduce the operating time for the groundwater extraction and
treatment system presented in Alternative 2, approximately 30,000
cubic yards of VOC-contaminated soils would be excavated and
biologically treated on-site. Microorganisms, nutrients, and
oxygen would be supplied to the contaminated soils to promote
transformation and aerobic biological degradation of the VOC
contaminants. The area available to construct the treatment
facility is not large enough to accommodate all of the
contaminated soil at one time. Therefore, the excavation,
treatment and backfilling operations would need to be staged. It
is estimated that soil treatment would take two to four years.

Since this alternative involves the excavation and placement of
waste, the RCRA Land Disposal Restrictions (LDR) would be
invoked. Therefore, the cost estimate assumes a minimum
technology disposal unit would be constructed prior to redisposal
of the excavated and treated soil.

The PAH-contaminated soil will be covered to prevent the
incidence of dermal contact. In addition, those elements
presented in the section entitled "Common Elements" are included
in this alternative.

Alternative 6; GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/
EXCAVATION AND ON-SITE INCINERATION OF VOC- AND PAH-
CONTAMINATED SOILS/ EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/
MONITORING/ CAPPING MUNICIPAL LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF
ABOVEGROUND AND UNDERGROUND TANKS

Capital Cost: $ 9,805,845
Annual O&M Cost: $ 228,500
Present Worth: $11,322,222
Time to Implement:* 10 years

To minimize the operating time of the groundwater extraction and
treatment system presented in Alternative 2, the VOC- and PAH-



-12-

contaminated soils would be excavated and incinerated on-site.
Approximately 30,000 cubic yards of contaminated soil would be
incinerated on-site using a mobile infrared unit. Based on an
average process rate of 14,000 Ib/hr, the incineration process
would be completed in approximately nine to twelve months. It is
estimated that the groundwater extraction system would operate
for approximately ten years.

For costing purposes, it is assumed that the incinerator ash
would not be a RCRA hazardous waste and could be backfilled on-
site. Confirmatory sampling would be required prior to disposal.
Waste sludge from the incinerator air scrubbers would, however,
be considered hazardous and would thus require disposal at an
approved RCRA facility.

In addition, those elements presented in the section entitled
"Common Elements" are included in this alternative.

Alternative 7; GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND DISCHARGE TO THE POTW/
COVERING PAH-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ CAPPING VOC-CONTAMINATED SOILS/
EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING
MUNICIPAL LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND
UNDERGROUND TANKS

Capital Cost: $3,571,980
Annual O&M Cost: $ 298,500
Present Worth: $6,385,960
Time to Implement: 30 years

This alternative is the same as Alternative 2, except that the
extracted groundwater would be discharged to the POTW instead of
air stripping and discharge to the Blue River. Consideration of
this alternative would is based on the assumption that the
Columbia City POTW is willing and able to accept the WRR site
effluent. Currently the POTW does not have a pretreatment
program with IDEM. The Columbia City POTW is scheduled for a
capacity expansion in October 1990.

EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES

The preferred alternative for cleaning up the WRR site is
Alternative 4 — GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ SOIL
VAPOR EXTRACTION/ COVERING PAH-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ EROSION
CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING MUNICIPAL
LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND UNDERGROUND TANKS.
In addition, additional investigation will be conducted in the
now inactive tank area and the lead-contaminated soil area (at
SB-17 and SB-17A) to determine the extent of remediation.
Based on current information, this alternative would appear to
provide the best balance of trade-offs among the alternatives
with respect to U.S. EPA's nine evaluation criteria. This
section discusses the performance of the preferred alternative
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against the nine criteria, noting how it compares to the other
options under consideration. A glossary of the evaluation
criteria is contained in Table 1.

Analysis

Overall Protection. All of the alternatives, with the exception
of the Hno action" alternative, would provide adequate protection
of human health and the environment by eliminating, reducing, or
controlling risk through treatment or engineering controls. The
preferred alternative would treat the volatile organic
contaminants in the soil and groundwater, cover the PAH-
contaminated soil, and cap the municipal landfill to reduce the
risks associated with direct contact and ingestion of
contaminated soils and/or groundwater.

Because the "no action" alternative is not protective of human
health and the environment, it is not considered further in this
analysis as an option for this site.

Compliance with ARARs. All alternatives would meet their
respective applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements of
Federal and State environmental laws. Since the preferred
alternative would not involve the excavation and placement of
waste, LDR would not be an ARAR. However, all options would
involve the relevant and appropriate RCRA requirements.

Discharge of the treated groundwater to the Blue River would meet
the State's NPDES discharge limits. No waiver from ARARs is
necessary to implement any of the active cleanup options. Soil
clean-up levels will be established to ensure that contaminant
leaching into the groundwater will not exceed health-based levels
or MCLs.

Long-term effectiveness and permanence. The preferred
alternative would reduce the inherent hazards posed by the VOC-
contaminated soil and groundwater through treatment. SVE would
be an effective method to reduce contaminant levels in soils
because the primary contaminants are VOCs. In addition, the
soil cover over the PAH- and VOC-contaminated soils would
eliminate the direct contact threat associated with these areas.
Removal of the tank contents would eliminate the potential for
additional contamination of the surrounding soil and groundwater
due to leaks or spills from the tanks.

Alternative 3 would also be effective in reducing site risks.
However, potential complications with soil flushing are the
controls required to lower the water table to induce upward
gradients from the lower aquifer, while at the same time flush
soils above the water table. In addition, the heterogeneous
nature of the soils in the southeast area of the site may cause
the drainage gallery to backup and discharge to the surface.
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TABLE 1

GCOSSftRY OF THE NINE CRITERIA

Conrounity
Acceptance

Ccnpliance
with ARARs

Cost

Inplementability

Long-term
Effectiveness
and Permanence

Cverall
Protection of
Human Health and
the Environment

Reduction of
Ttoxicity,
Mcbility, and
Volume

Short-term
Effectiveness

State
Acceptance

will be assessed in the Pecord of Decision following a
review of the public comments received on the KE/FS report
and the Proposed Plan.

addresses whether or not a remedy will meet all of the
applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements of
other environmental statutes anchor requires uses of a
waiver.

includes capital and operation and naintenance costs.

is the technical and administrative feasibility of a remedy,
including the availability of goods and services needed to
implement the chosen solution.

refers to the ability of a remedy to maintain reliable
protection of human health and the environment over time
once cleanup goals have been met.

addresses whether or not a remedy provides adequate
protection and describes how risks are eliminated, reduced
or controlled throu^i treatment, engineering controls, or
institutional controls.

is the anticipated performance of the treatment technologies
a remedy may employ.

involves the period of time needed to achieve protection and
any adverse impacts on human health and the environment that
may be posed during the construction and implementation
period until cleanup goals are achieved.

indicates whether, based on its review of the RI/FS,
Proposed Plan, and public Garments, 'the State agency
concurs, opposes, or has no comment on the preferred
alternative.
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Alternatives 5 and 6 would effectively reduce site risks through
treatment; however, land disposal of the treated material or ash
would require long-term O&H.

Alternatives 2 and 7 would eliminate the direct contact threat/-
however, the inherent hazards of the waste will remain.
The municipal landfill cap and groundwater monitoring system will
require long-term O&M for all alternatives. Alternatives 5 and 6
are the only alternatives that would actively treat the PAH-
contarainated soil, for all other alternatives these soils would
be consolidated under the municipal landfill cap.

Reduction of toxicity, nobility, or volume of the contaminants
through treatment. Only four of the alternatives would treat the
principal threat of VOC-contaminated soil to reduce toxicity,
mobility, or volume. The preferred alternative and alternative 3
would involve treatment of the VOC-contaminated soil via SVE or
soil flushing in conjunction with groundwater extraction and
treatment.

Alternatives 5 and 6 would involve biological treatment or
incineration that would permanently destroy the VOC and PAH
contaminants. The treated soil or contaminated ash would;
however, be disposed of in a RCRA landfill.

Alternatives 2 and 7 achieve no reduction in toxicity, mobility,
or volume for the VOC-contaminated soils.

It should be noted that although the cap over the municipal
landfill and PAH-contaminated soil does not afford a reduction in
toxicity, mobility, or volume, it would significantly reduce
infiltration and the production of leachate that could migrate
off-site.

Short-term effectiveness. The preferred alternative and
Alternative 3 would require approximately 15 years to achieve the
groundwater clean-up levels. Although Alternatives 5 and 6 would
achieve groundwater clean-up levels quicker, both of these
alternatives require excavation which would pose some short-term
risks of exposure to VOCs. during the excavation process. In
addition, rainfall infiltration will be immediate during the
construction period. This could increase the migration of
contaminants in the groundwater. Groundwater clean-up levels
would not be achieved for'30 years for Alternatives 2 and 7.

Iroplementability. The individual technologies described for each
of the alternatives are conventional and well demonstrated.
However, there is some concern over the technical feasibility of
Alternative 3 given the heterogeneous nature of the soils.
Conversely, the preferred alternative, which involves SVE has
been found to be feasible for a variety of soil conditions.
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No unusual difficulties in the placement of the soil cover and
municipal landfill cap are anticipated. However, given the close
proximity of the PAH-contaminated soil to the municipal landfill
the feasibility of constructing two caps is questionable. It may
be more appropriate to just incorporate the PAH-contaminated soil
under the municipal landfill cap.

Implementation of Alternative 7 would require the consent of
Columbia City for use of its POTW.

Cost. The present-worth cost of the preferred alternative is
$5,582,500. The lowest-cost alternative is Alternative 3 at
$5,110,800. The highest-cost alternative is Alternative 6 at
$11,322,200. Alternatives 2, 5 and 7 have present-worth costs of
$5,483,700, $9,927,100, and $6,386,000, respectively.

State acceptance. The State of Indiana Department of
Environmental Management supports the preferred alternative.

Community acceptance. Community acceptance of the preferred
alternative will be evaluated after the public comment period
ends and will be described in the Record of Decision for the
site.

Summary of the Preferred Alternative

In summary, Alternative 4 would achieve substantial risk
reduction through treatment of the principal threat remaining at
the site (i.e., the VOC-contaminated soil, groundwater, and tank
contents) and by providing safe management of other material that
will remain at the site. Given its effectiveness and
implementability, Alternative 4 achieves this risk reduction in
a comparable or smaller timeframe and cost than the other
treatment options. Therefore, the preferred alternative is
believed to provide the best balance of trade-offs among
alternatives with respect to the evaluation criteria. Based on
the information available at this time, U.S. EPA believes the
preferred alternative would be protective of human health and the
environment, would comply with ARARs, would be cost effective,
and would utilize permanent solutions and alternative treatment
technologies to the maximum extent practicable. Because it would
treat the VOC-contaminated soil and groundwater, the remedy also
would meet the statutory preference for the use of a remedy that
involves treatment as a principal element.

THE COMMUNITY'S ROLE IN THE SELECTION PROCESS

U.S. EPA solicits input from the community on the cleanup methods
proposed for each Superfund response action. U.S. EPA has set a
public comment period from January 22, 1990 through February 21,
1990 to encourage public participation in the selection process.
The comment period includes a public meeting at which U.S. EPA
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and IDEM will present the FS report and the Proposed Plan,
answer questions, and receive both oral and written comments.

The public meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, February 7, 1990
at 7:00 p.m. and will be held at:

Council Room, City Hall
112 South Chauncey

Columbia City, Indiana

Comments will be summarized and responses provided in the
Responsiveness Summary section of the Record of Decision (ROD).
The ROD is the document that presents U.S. EPA's final selection
for cleanup. The public can send written comments to or obtain
further information from:

Tinka G. Hyde
Remedial Project Manager

U.S. EPA - 5HS-11
230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinois 60604

(312) 886-9296

Toll free (800) 621-8431
between 9:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Central Time

U.S. EPA and IDEM are soliciting public comments about the most
acceptable way td clean up the Wayne Reclamation and Recycling
site. The Proposed Plan and the RI/FS Reports have been placed
in the Information Repositories and Administrative Record for the
site. The Administrative Record includes all documents such as
work plans, data analyses, public comments, transcripts and other
relevant material used in developing the remedial alternatives
for the Wayne Reclamation and Recycling site. These documents
are available for public review and copying at the following
locations:

City Hall Peabody Library
112 South Chauncey 203 North Main
Columbia City, IN Columbia City, IN.
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